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Remarks ..•••V;-:;:'^;- 
Rejection Under 35 U.S.C, 1 OK 

Applicant's claims 2,3 J 5. and 20, are written in means plus fLmcXiqn Ja^^^^^^^^^^ claims 21 lo 33 are wririen in 

step plus function language, as allowed under 35 U.C.S. I 12. 35.tj:SjQ:^^^^^^^^ the.«ie claims he construed 

to cover tlie corresponding stnictnre:. material , or acts described-in-ijieiispecificAtipft.an equivalents. The 

'.. .■■ -"-..■■"■.••■--'•-..*■...'*,■•■•.."'•.* 

rejection is limited to i.solated parts of some of the rccilcd fun(;tions;:d^^^^^ claims as 35 U.S.C. 1 12 

requires, lacks support, and should be withdrawn. . . ; "x 


Rejection Under 35 U.S.C 1 1 2 :^:•^■••:.>•v-:::-:^-^^^^ • ••••• 


Rejected clatmsi 2, 3, 15 and 20 are written in meaos.pJus.tvuiption^^. 1^ 21 to 33 arc written in 

Step plus function language, as allowed under JS.lifiC:^^^^^^^^^^^ requires these claims be construed 

■ ' • '.. 

to cover the corresponding structure, material, or-acjs, f^^^ and equivalents. 

.'••■'."•.••'-■.'*•-"•■•.'.', . " ' 
. . ^ - . " .. * / ^. . . . . * . 
• . . ■ .*. • . , 
• .•.,>•."..■,.•■•■■.,.. ■ • 

.. 

." * • . ' .... • 

Claims 2 and 3 are dependant from non rcjccicd Claim 1^^ by functional language, the first and second 

• '*: * ' ,•■ ■ . •*• 
•■ .' . ' .. .. . " • 

means i-ecited in claim I . Cla ims 2 iund 3, are read; w.itb.iiix^^^^ dependent structure for the aeccpUible 

nteans plus function language of claim!, reciling iRi;st;andys«Q^^ means nnd the structure described in the 
specification and equivalents. There is no fact or reasotv'fort^^ grounds for rejection of claims 2 and 3 claims, 
given as a force created by use of a bo^vliug bail or th^l/tli.t^^^^^^ of the claims will change depending on how the 
bowling bail h delivered. , 


Claim 3 is amended to bencr define itic inventioaiiiv;erms:pf t^^^ first and second means. Claimsi 1 and 17, 27 and 
29, arc aincnded to correct typographical error.s- • ' . 


Rejection Under 35 U.S.C. 102. 

Claims 1-4, 6-16, 1 8-19, and 21-33, are rejected as anticipated by Calentine. Calentine is limited to a thumb 
piece which has frictional iaserts 28. 30, cooperating witii the surface of ihc howling ball hole or with a frietional 
insert 72 in the bowling ball hole. In operation,;tlic Calentine.device operates by a sliding friction of opposed 

* • » • 

surfaces presented by the inserts 28, 30 md the hale, insert 72, or the w^U of the howlintr ball hole. 

. . . . • 

. 

Caientin does not disclo.se liic means and functional elements ofctarm .1 , recited as, 

a. first means for mounting an interlocking ihresi dimensional surface on a finger pad; 

• ■ 

b- second means for mounting an interlocking three, dimensional, surface on the finger hole of a 
bowling ball; 

* 

c. said first and second means for co acting to prodiico n counter (brcc opposed to movement of 
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said first niean» relativevt^b-iki^^^^ 


Calcntin docs nol distctose.ihe rneWn^^^^^^^ 14, r<?.cUGd 

a. fu'^i means for iptc^riookiS^^ batl w ith a bowler's finger: 

b. said fu'st mcAjLpV'm^^^^ a finger hole o£ a bowling ball and 
third nieaus tor- mpun]Uxi^ fnigcr;. and 

■ ' ^ iTicaiis^lor iinerl^ P"ti «» fiHgnniein with said 

''* **' ■"'*•" ,\' \' .'^^•••^■■\'^'''.''-.'^l'.'y's'"-''' ~ •* • 

111 .-. ./v-^/^».■v.•.•;•.^.•-.v... . •.•."..•.....■•.".■ ..•*..' • 


c. silid first 
bowling ball. 


Calentin does not disclose tiie step^ptf -ftMV^^^^^^^ 

a. arranging interlocking-thrcc^^^.dini^^^^ cover and on a bowliiiii ball 
insert, 10 develop a Force coanter-tp.sliittir^^^^^ of said Onger pad cover and 
said bowling bail insert or the conuct area^jui^^^^^^ finger pad cover and the finger hole 
insert; 

b. placing said interlocking three dimensio.)ia( finger pad in mating relationship with 
said interlocking three d imensional surfacei on^^^^^^ of a bowling ball tlngcr hole or 
finger hole insert ^'r'y^i'y': 

The Office action has failed to explain the grounds o^^^^ explaining what facts of Caleniine aniicipalc 

the recited claim elements, or how the asserted ejenic:nts:mee^^^^^^^ claim recitations, and denies applicant a 
reasonable opportunity of understanding the groundsiiofriy^tc^^ and responding to the rejection. With respect to 
the rejection of claims 2 and 3 on the ground of irihcrent "prddU^^ of frictional and incrtial forces produr^ed by 
Calentine, in ihe operation of bowling, it is applicant^ position that this reason for rejection by itself or 
combined with all other grounds in this action, fail to meet the "recited claim elements or show aniticipalion.. 

Rejection Under 35 IJ.S.C. 1 03. 

Claim 5, dependent from an allowable claim I «. recites,. 

said first means includes means tor cpvering;the .fijng^^ a substantially 

inelastic contact area between said'fuiger tip.atid said finger hole." 

Claim 17, dependent from an allowable claim 14, recites, 

me4ans for protecting the tip of said howler's fin j>er" from t^^^^^ bowling ball at ils 

■ - ■ • * 

release and for transferring substantially al) of the. apceleraiing force for said bowler=s finger tip 
to sard bowling ball. 
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Claim 20, dependent from an allowable clainv 14V recites, 

said first means includes a means forming a. plural ity of grooves in said second rnciins and means 

• ... 

for fomiing a plurality of studs in said thirdmeuns. 

.. • • 

The grounds for rejection fails to show to- tcach howvPiigli nmv bc cuirjbincd with Caiemine. The reason j^ivcn 

.• •', .' * • 

for rejection, thai it vvoiild have been .obvious^ .is. a curie ^ wUhoui any .suppon in fact and docs not. c;<p!ajn 
how Piigh or Calentin, teachjgs or disciQse§;.:at)^^^^ for combining references is es^jeniial to 

establishing a supportable rejection imdei;::5:5i3ij[^S^ rejection fails to show any teaching for 

eombining references and should be withdra^v^i 


... ^•••t, ,^ ^, ...^ 


Applicant has demonstrated the reference applicd-by-^^aniine^^^ be used to reject the recited claimed 

invention. Applicant has reviewed all of the otte refer^^^^^ in the action and does not .s;ec any disclosure 

that eould support rejection of the recited claimed ;my:t^^^^^^ reque<;ts an allowance in the next action. 



Sspectfully S^ubmittcdwY/ / 


\ iof \ L Rosenbli 

Attorney for Applicants 
Reg. No, 26025 
44S n^Avc. 
fndialamic, Florida 32903 
321-7277626 Fax 321 821 1922 
jirsoeiiblatt@etirihiink.net 
Dated April 26, 2005 


att 
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